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mother; claim that trial court erred by admitting videotape of forensic interview
of victim under constancy of accusation doctrine or pursuant to medical diagno-
sis or treatment exception to rule against hearsay evidence.
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request for appointment of counsel pursuant to State v. Francis (322 Conn. 247)
to represent him on motion to correct illegal sentence; claim that defendant’s
right to counsel was violated because public defender did not consult with him
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attempt to commit arson in second degree; claim that evidence was insufficient
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pal services, and potential impact on neighborhood property values when conduct-
ing its administrative review; whether commission properly considered whether
location of project on dead-end street limited access to emergency services.
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